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“Fair to Kinsey and to the Christian View” 


Seward Hiltner has written a study of both Kinsey 
researches. His book is Sex Ethics and the Kinsey Re- 
ports, which he believes is “fair to Kinsey and to the 
Christian view of sex.” (New York, Association Press, 
1953. $3.00.) He thanks Professor Alfred C. Kinsey, 
Indiana University, “for his courtesy in engaging in an 
extended correspondence.” Professor Hiltner writes that 
“from the point of view of sex ethics, his [Kinsey’s] 
studies are a source book of the greatest possible impor- 
tance.” At an important point, however, Professor Hilt- 
ner writes: “His performance is ambiguous.” 

Some truth “is in the Bible, and some in Kinsey. 
Truth may come both ways,” Professor Hiltner sums up 
at one point. The author of the book here under review 
is associate professor of pastoral theology of the Fed- 
erated Theological Faculty, the University of Chicago.! 
He reviewed the first of Dr. Kinsey’s studies, entitled 
Sexual Behavior in the Human Male, in INFORMATION 
Service, April 10, 1948. Professor Hiltner writes that he 
was encouraged by Professor Kinsey to make evaluations 
of the reports. Professor Hiltner says he has been sur- 
prised because there have been very few commentaries on 
the Kinsey volumes “from an ethical point of view, and 
especially from that of Christian ethics.” 

The studies by Alfred C. Kinsey and colleagues were 
published by W. B. Saunders Co., Philadelphia: Sexual 
Behavior in the Human Male, in 1948; Sexual Behavior 
in the Human Female, in 1953.2 

“It is the purpose of this book to examine the findings 
and methods of the Kinsey studies in the light of the 
Christian view of sex.” Professor Hiltner gives the first 
two chapters to the development of a constructive state- 
ment of the “Christian view of sex.” He notes fully the 
differences in views that have been and are held by Chris- 
tians. He reviews Biblical teachings on sex, and sum- 
marizes opinions on sex through Western Christian his- 


1Mr. Hiltner has just become acting dean of the Federated 
Theological Faculty. 


2 The authors of the recently published book are Alfred C. Kin- 
sey, Wardell B. Pomeroy, Clyde E. Martin, Paul H. Gebhard, 
and others. In the Hiltner book, as elsewhere, space is saved by 
using Dr. Kinsey’s name alone. 
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tory. This is followed by a contemporary statement of the 
Christian view “based explicitly on the Biblical message, 
enlightened by Christian history, and given new tools and 
insights by modern scientific study and therapeutic prac- 
tice.” “Christianity did not come into being as a rule book. 
It came, instead as a way of life, of thought, of salvation, 
of inner conviction and experience about man’s relation 
to God, the very support of man’s being. . . . Equally 
devoted and conscientious groups of men have drawn dif- 
ferent implications from the Christian view.” There have 
been some “legalisms and coldness about sex in Protestant- 
ism, even though the dominant position of the Protestant 
reformers was positive rather than negative in its thrust.” 

“The later history of the Protestant views of sex and 
marriage may be seen as a kind of tug of war between, on 
the one side, the emergence of the romantic and the com- 
panionship aspects as normative along with the sacra- 
mental, and, on the other side, a tendency to be either cold- 
bloodedly rationalistic or, through some form of Pietism, 
to return to legalism and ‘social solidarity.’”” The mar- 
riage service, although still held by most of Protestantism 
not to be a sacrament, “nevertheless tended to become 
mainly an act of the church as a social institution giving 
its blessing. . . . This is a kind of ‘respectability’ notion 
of the function of a marriage ceremony. .. . A marriage 
ceremony becomes institution-centered rather than God- 
centered.” 

Also, in much of Protestantism, it has been the vogue 
not to be specific in matters of sex, whereas the Roman 
Catholic Church never spared its theologians in the con- 
struction of a moral theology of a specific type. 


Kinsey’s View of Christian View 


To Professor Kinsey, the Christian and Jewish view of 
sex can be summed up with the word “reproductive.” He 
also thinks that Anglo-Saxon law came mostly from Chris- 
tian sources, and from the ascetic aspects of Greek thought 
and of Roman cults. He regards the churches as perhaps 
more influential than other institutions in affecting the 
attitudes of groups and communities, both directly and 
indirectly. Churches have also plainly influenced the un- 
churched, thinks Dr. Kinsey. 

Mr. Hiltner says that Kinsey’s understanding of the 
Christian view is not the Biblical view, or that of the 
Protestant reformers. Also, “it was not Kinsey’s job to 
set forth the Christian view. ... He found he had to say 
something about the Christian view as he encountered it 
in the people with whom he talked. 
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“Tf there is such an enormous discrepancy as is now ap- 
parent between what he found and the Biblical and Chris- 
tian view of sex, the main reason is probably not that Kin- 
sey observed incorrectly,” but that there is much mis- 
understanding of the Christian view. 


“A Constructive Contemporary Statement’’ 


Professor Hiltner then writes his explicit and contem- 
porary statement of the Christian view, against which he 
examines the methods and findings of the studies. Mr. 
Hiltner wishes his writings to be studied and criticized. 
“We need continuing attempts to construct such state- 
ments.” In one chapter the following five statements are 
elaborated : 

“1. Since man is a whole or total being, sex is good 
if it serves the fulfillment of man as a total being, that 
is, if it serves God’s will for man... . 

“2. Man's total self or being (spiritual and organismic) 
has its very existence in the community of other selves, 
and it is the aim of all human interrelationships in all 
their aspects (including the sexual) to foster the love in 
which spiritual . . . selfhood is nurtured. . . . 

“3. The developmental aim of sex in human life is to- 
ward a progressive integration of the several necessary 
levels of sexual purpose or function... . 

“4. In its human dimensions, sex requires both inten- 
sity and steadfastness, and a proper relationship between 
them.... 

“5. The meaning and the good of any sex act or re- 
lationship are always dependent, in some measure, upon 
the inner meaning to the persons involved; but the sole 
ultimate standard for meaning or good is the judgment 
and love of God, of which the Christian community may 
at times be representative.” 


Aims and Methods of the Kinsey Studies 


Although informed persons may be critical of certain 
of Professor Kinsey’s methods, and may not agree with 
his inferences, nevertheless the studies are of “positive im- 
portance.” “And if Kinsey forces enough of us to do some 
interpretation, perhaps some incorruptibility may be 
achieved.” Professor Kinsey initiated his studies fifteen 
years ago. The aim has always been the same “‘to find out 
the facts about sex behavior.” And the facts include both 
what people do sexually, and “what factors account for 
differences in sexual behavior among individuals, and 
among various segments of the population.” Thus there 
must also be some constructive theory or interpretation. 
“Kinsey identifies himself and his aims with science.” 


Certain Findings and Comments 


About 50 per cent of the approximately 6,000 women * 
interviewed reported that they had had sexual intercourse 
befure marriage. (.\ considerable proportion of these 
women, however, had such relations only with their fiancés, 
just before marriage.) The figure for college women was 
60 per cent. “From his examination of the literature as 
well as statements made to him by persons interviewed, 


8 There has been much criticism of the sample. About 75 per 
cent of the women interviewed were of college and graduate levels, 
and of all adult age groups. Thus there was no “random sample.” 
There were very few women with low income, and no Negroes. 
Fifteen per cent of the persons interviewed included all the mem- 
bers of a number of women’s organizations. Each person was in- 
terviewed in a session lasting two hours. 

Dr. Kinsey wrote in the 1953 book: “At its best, the present 
volume can pretend to report behavior which may be typical of 
no more than a portion, although probably not an inconsiderable 
portion, of the white females” in the United States. 


Kinsey marshals twenty arguments against premarital in- 
tercourse and twelve for it.” 

Among Professor Hiltner’s conclusions is this: “In the 
light of all the factors involved, the Christian view must 
plainly throw its weight against any general approval of 
such activity in so far as it works against movement to- 
ward the full human, interpersonal, and responsible so- 
cial dimensions of man’s existence. On the other hand, its 
disapproval is not a disapproval of the biological urge it- 
self, nor of young people’s becoming closely acquainted 
with one another. Since sex is a serious and radical mat- 
ter, whether the people know it or not, it cannot be taken 
lightly. But if an adolescent girl gets guilt feelings be- 
cause a young man has held her hand, she is not moving 
in the direction of appreciating the full human dimensions 
of sex. The Christian view cannot simply engage in in- 
discriminate condemnation of all encounters among young 
people on the ground that they may lead to premarital 
intercourse. But it cannot consider this a matter of in- 
difference, or go along with any type of conformity, 
whether to biological or to cultural pressures.” 

He concludes that “nothing in the Kinsey facts and 
factors negates the truth of that [the Christian] view.” 

“By the age of forty, about a fourth of the women 
interviewed had had extramarital coitus. Such contacts 
reached their peak for the women in the thirties and early 
forties.” “If we had tended to believe that the sex prob- 
lem is simply a problem of marriage, then we need to face 
the fact that ‘only 45.9 per cent of the total outlet’ of 
the persons interviewed, men and women included, is de- 
rived from marital intercourse. 

“We should note also that the changes in women’s sex- 
ual patterns are, in general, simply in the direction of pat- 
terns already held by men, and in the incidence and fre- 
quencies of which men, on the average, still far outrun 
the women. There is much justification for Kinsey’s 
statement that the double standard is in process of being 
resolved—not by having the men adopt the standards of 
women, but by the women’s moving toward the standards 
of the men.” 

“.. . There are strong indications that the patterns of 
sex activity within marriage are taking women’s needs and 
development into account in a way which was not done in 
the earlier and more patriarchal generations, with no vio- 
lence being done to the men as a result. There are other 
indications that more married couples, beginning with the 
college-level group but extending now also to parts of the 
high-school group, are bringing sexual attitudes, interests, 
and concerns to their sex life in marriage of such a na- 
ture that sex is more likely to prove satisfying and help- 
ful to the whole marriage relationship.” 


“The Religious Background” 


Professor Hiltner sums up the Kinsey data thus: “Peo- 
ple who are active in church are, in general, sexually less 
active than people who are not.” And “the sexual fre- 
quencies among religiously active Protestants, Roman 
Catholics, and Jews” are “about the same when the groups 
compared are homogeneous in other respects.” There is 
some evidence, at least for men, that membership in a 
social class exceeds the influence of participation in church. 
It is suggested, too, by Dr. Kinsey that Protestant at- 
titudes “may be less legalistic than those of other faith 
groups.” 

“As Kinsey understands the Jewish-Christian view of 
sex, the truest thing he says about it is that its tone has 
usually been more negative than positive. He might have 
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said that sex appears more often under the doctrine of sin 
than under the doctrine of salvation. That is historically 
correct. But when he concludes that the one root principle 
about sex in the Jewish and Christian traditions is the 
procreative or reproductive one, then he fails to identify 
the basic principles in both these religious traditions upon 
which succeeding generations may rest while utilizing to 
the full new data... .” 

Professor Hiltner also has to conclude that Dr. Kinsey 
“comes close to assuming a point of view that is at war 
with that of the Jewish-Christian tradition. In so far as 
biology is presented as biology, then he is dealing with 
facts that must be taken into account. But in so far as 
there is the suggestion that biology determines issues at 
the general or philosophical level, then we would have 
to stand against such implications. Kinsey’s intention, 
to avoid such implications, is clear. His performance is 
ambiguous.” 


“Making the Christian View Effective’ 


Among the concluding words of the book are the fol- 
lowing: “The most basic truth about man can never be 
stated in statistical terms. What is, is not necessarily what 
should be. This injunction against compromise is, how- 
ever, not a legalism, nor an invitation to hardness of heart. 
The Christian view is a dialectical view. It must always 
consider together in relationship man (or men and wom- 
en) as he is, and man as he may, by God’s grace become. 
To neglect one pole of this in the name of no-compromise 
would be to treat the Christian view as fit only for angels 
not for men. 

“On the other side, what, positively, can we do to make 
the Christian view more effective in our social life? First, 
we need to study and discuss the situation as we have 
not done before. This involves in part familiarizing our- 
selves with the facts about sex attitude and behavior, and 
with the factors that account for the facts being as they 

“In the second place, all of us who have a Christian 
ethical concern about sex can be more explicit, at all 
relevant points in our work, about just what we believe 
the Christian view does and does not mean and imply. 
Most especially, this means an effort to elucidate the way 
in which the Bible (and Jesus Christ as revealed in the 
Bible) is related to modern situations and attitudes. If 
any reader objects to the way in which, in this book, the 
Bible has been related to the modern world, let him study 
both aspects of the equation and come forth with his own 
interpretation. Any form of Christian statement that ig- 
nores the Bible, Jesus Christ, or Christian history is not 
likely to be deeply meaningful ; but any view that does not 
make contact with our modern knowledge is likely to be 
irrelevant. Whether this book has made the right combina- 
tion and reinterpretation or not is less important than our 
common recognition that a combination and reinterpreta- 
tion be made, in this and in all succeeding generations. 


“In the third place, in all those aspects of our life and 
work that involve sex, we can make the conscious effort 
to include something basic that the Christian view implies 
-—attention to process as well as to result. There is, finally, 
no good fruit unless it comes from a good tree. Good 
results, achieved through the wrong processes, are not 
in fact good.... 

‘Finally, we can and should bring constructive criticism 
to bear upon all existing basic attitudes toward sex. This 
has been discussed at length in the preceding chapter, and 
that discussion is relevant to our action, what we can do 


Saturday, March 27, 1954 


about it. There should be no pussyfooting about existing 
attitudes. 

“No existing attitude toward sex—even our best in- 
terpretations of the personal-interpersonal attitude—is 
above the judgment of God. Nothing is more important 
for us to do about sex than to make this fact clear. When 
men know that they stand under a common judgment, 
though the nature of their faults be different, they cannot 
rise in pride and arrogance against one another. If they 
have not the whole truth, perhaps they can be open-minded 
to seek and to hear portions of it from elsewhere. Some 
of this is in the Bible, and some in Kinsey. Truth may 
come both ways.” 


Reinhold Niebuhr on the Kinsey Studies 


In a critique of different tenor, Reinhold Niebuhr of 
Union Theological Seminary discusses the Kinsey reports 
in an article in Christianity and Crisis, New York, No- 
vember 2, 1953, “Sex and Religion in the Kinsey Report.” 
Dr. Niebuhr is more concerned with Dr. Kinsey’s “guid- 
ing presuppositions than by the actual data which he col- 
lects. For the data point to an accentuation of the decay 
of the stability of the modern family. The effects of that 
decay on children are apparent on every hand. They are 
attested by every schoolmaster and by social workers 
among adolescent delinquents. The evidence may point to 
the real corruption at the heart of our culture. 

“Kinsey, on the other hand, is but a single individual 
who does not speak for any large section of the ‘scientific’ 
community in whose name he pretends to speak. But it is 
rather significant and disturbing that his abysmal ig- 
norance of the complexities in the heights and depths of 
the human spirit should be cloaked and dignified by the 
prestige of ‘science.’ A culture has to reach a pretty low 
level for such pretenses to be at all plausible.” 

Other quotations follow: 

“One has the suspicion that the crude physiological 
naturalism which governs Kinsey’s inquiry is not so much 
a considered frame of reference as it is a scheme of 
thought into which he was betrayed by ignorance. He sur- 
veyed a given field of inquiry and found that sexual life 
was everywhere under disciplines and restraints which 
could not be understood from the standpoint of sexual life 
itself. He obscured or was ignorant of the dimensions of 
human history, from the understanding of which these re- 
straints could be given some meaning. Even if one would 
be compelled to criticize their extreme rigor, one might 
suspect that in the field of sex, particularly, the morbid 
rigor of the law enforcer has a secret affinity with some 
of the same forces which actuated the law violator. But 
Kinsey makes no room for responsible criticisms of extant 
moral codes and attitudes by the consistency of his hedon- 
ism and by his blindness to all the complexities of the re- 
lations of the sexual impulse to the institutions of civi- 
lization. . . . 

“The uncritical character of Kinsey’s moral anarchism 
and the vulgar quality of his hedonism have prevented him 
from raising some significant issues in the field of sexual 
behavior and from effectively challenging religious and 
other forms of prurience... . 

“One must raise the question whether Kinsey’s ap- 
proach to complex ethical problems in the sexual field is 
not an indication of one of the deplorable effects of the 
introduction of the so-called ‘methods of science’ into the 
field of the humanities. There is nothing wrong with the 
methods of science as such. Kinsey himself is an honest 
scientist in collating his data. But unfortunately the mod- 
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ern attempt to subject the behavior of people to scientific 
scrutiny frequently suffers from the imposition of view- 
points which are legitimate in the natural sciences, to the 
world of human history, where they may be less valuable 
because the human world differs from nature by the radical 
freedom of the human person. This freedom makes for 
the uniqueness of the individual about which nature knows 
nothing. It also creates a field of complex causation about 
which it is hazardous to draw any causal sequences be- 
cause every fact is so complexly related to previous events 
that a purely scientific judgment is impossible. It is im- 
possible in the sense that events do not follow each other 
‘in a necessary manner’ in such a way that a scientific 
judgment would be valid.” 

Dr. Niebuhr also comments, as others have alleged, 
that “the psychiatrists, who are certainly as ‘scientific’ 
as Kinsey but who have a more adequate view of the 
human person, are therefore generally critical of his ap- 
proach.” The eminent psychiatrist, Dr. Karl Menninger, 
reviewing the latest Kinsey report in the Saturday Re- 
view, New York, September 26, 1953, appeared to agree 
with this generalization by Professor Niebuhr. 


On Political Behavior 


“A politician who uses character assassination as a 
weapon may not be driven solely by greed for power or 
money. Inner compulsion, of which he is probably un- 
aware, may inflame him to want to degrade and destroy 
anybody he suspects of acting selflessly or out of altruism 
or idealism. Unconsciously he may be ‘acting out’ a hatred 
of his mother or father or brother or teacher. His sick- 
ness, which has probably confined him to a personal hell 
of fear or suspicion, is the more terrifying because it is 
contagious. . .. The old saws about the one rotten apple in 
the barrel . . . are ancient recognitions of the contagion 
of sick minds.”—Crosswell Bowen, in the Saturday Re- 
view, New York, February 27, 1954. 


Merger of Healer and Scientist 


“The physician of today, at his best, represents a fusion 
of the healer and the scientist,’ wrote Dana W. Atchley 
in an article, “The Healer and the Scientist,” appearing in 
the Saturday Review, New York, January 9, 1954. Dr. 
Atchley, a physician, is professor of clinical medicine at 
Columbia University. 

The physician “analyzes the multiple components pre- 
sented by a single human being. As healer his intuitive 
understanding of the personality and environment is 
amplified by modern psychology; and scientific studies 
of the many facets of the structure and function of the 
physical machine inform him as to the existing organic 
status. 

“The appraisal resulting from an integration of these 
data leads naturally to the special management appropriate 
to the particular individuals. The introduction of the 
highest possible standards of scientific precision into 
clinical medicine is no deterrent to the exhibition of com- 
passion or any of the other generous gifts of the healer. 
Merging the healer and the scientist combines the best 
capacities of both and loses nothing by the union.” 

During the past 40 years, “the old art of healing has 
at last been fused with the young science of medicine.” 
Among the qualities of “the more sensitive healer” is com- 
passion, which Dr. Atchley calls rare. ‘Compassion is 
felt, and its depth and integrity establish a mood that 
calins and reassures almost wordlessly, but with full con- 
viction.” 
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Fellowships for Theological Study 


A program of one-year fellowships to encourage out- 
standing young people to consider the ministry as a career 
has been announced by Edward H. Roberts, president of 
the American Association of Theological Schools, Prince- 
ton, N. J. The program, which was initiated and financed 
under a pledge of up to $100,000 a year for an experi- 
mental three-year period by the Rockefeller Brothers 
Fund, will be administered by the Association through 
the newly-created American Association of Theological 
Schools Fund, Inc. 

The fellowship program is primarily directed toward 
college undergraduates and recent graduates who are not 
prepared to make the usual commitment involved in enter- 
ing study for the ministry, but are sufficiently interested 
to devote a year at a theological school of their choice 
among the 76 schools fully accredited by the American 
Association of Theological Schools. In announcing the 
program, Dr. Roberts, who is also dean of Princeton 
Theological Seminary, stated that it is hoped by the board 
that a majority of the fellowship recipients will decide to 
continue their theological education but, “regardless of 
what career they may ultimately elect, we feel that semi- 
nary experience will help them to contribute to the reli- 
gious strength of the country.” 

Dr. Nathan M. Pusey, president of Harvard Univer- 
sity, has been named president and a member of the board 
of directors of the American Association of Theological 
Schools Fund, Inc. In accepting, Dr. Pusey said: 

“No church group has been attracting as much first- 
rate ability into its ministerial ranks in recent years as 
it could profitably use. On the other hand, there is also 
some reason to believe that the minister's career could be 
congenial and rewarding to many more first-rate college 
graduates than have in recent generations been inclined 
to give it serious consideration. It is hoped, therefore, 
that this program will do something to match at least a 
few more especially talented people against a present 
major shortage in our society, and in so doing show them 
a way to constructive lives through the churches.” 


It is expected that a few fellowships may be awarded 
for the academic year 1954-55, although the program will 
not be in full operation until the subsequent academic 
year. Candidates for fellowships must be nominated by 
persons in responsible positions in the ministry or higher 
education who have had an opportunity to judge their 
qualifications. 


The American Association of Theological Schools was 
founded some twenty-five years ago to establish standards 
for accreditation and otherwise improve the quality of 
theological education. Its membership includes about one 
hundred of the Protestant divinity schools. 


What's What on Grants-in-Aid 


The American Parents Committee, 52 Vanderbilt Ave., 
New York 17, N.Y., has published a Handbook on Federal 
Grants-in-Aid (1953. $1.50 a copy, postpaid; rates on 
quantities). It contains descriptions of the principal fed- 
erally-aided programs now in effect, the amount going 
to each state, and a method of finding out what goes to 
each community. There is also a guide for making state 
and local studies of health, education, social welfare, and 
other services which are supported in part by federal 
funds. The members of the committee are citizens con- 
cerned with the health, education, and welfare of the 
nation’s children. 
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